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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 U$C § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitied to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 1-1 0 are rejected linder 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Messinger, Frederic P. (US 2002/0154153 A1). 

As for independent claim 1 , Messinger teaches a method for control of an operator- 
controlled system by a user, comprising the steps of (col.4, lines 59-60): providing a 
graphical user interface (20) in a first mode of operation (fig.2, the initial display 
providing choices to the user of task to be selected), wherein a first control element is 
shown (col.6, line 1); receiyingj an invocation by the user representative of a request for 
the functionality of the first control element (col.6, lines 4-5); determining the current 
status condition of the control element (64); in response to an invocation of the 
functionality of a control element when the current status of the control element Is a 
respective first status condition (clicked/selected from user) among a predetermined 
plurality of status conditions (col.7, line 5), changing the graphical user interface to a 
second mode of operation (showing steps to task, 82, 400 and col.7, line 8), wherein 
context-sensitive help information is provided in the graphical user interface (50, 410c, 
fig.6A and col.6, lines 45); providing a prompt (col.7, line 58 and 61 , by displaying 
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required information requested by the user in a series of steps) to a second control 
element, the second control element being operable to enable the user to select an 
automated procedure (automated by handled by predefined code for interpreting the 
users selections to give a degree of functionally to the task selected by the user) so as 
to change the current status of the control element to a second status in the 
predetermined set of status conditions (col. 8, lines 35-38, being checked off and/or 
other graphical representations noted); in response to receiving invocation of the 
automated procedure, performing the automated procedure so as to cause the status of 
the control element to be changed to a second status condition; and in response to 
completion of the automated procedure, changing the graphical user interface to a third 
mode of operation, wherein the requested functionality (smurf detection) of the first 
control element is made available to the user (280 and col.8, lines 51-52; smurf 
detection has degree of functionality once completed through the steps hence made 
available). 

As for dependent claim 2, Messinger teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the first 
status condition is an inactive control element condition (fig.9, no steps completed, not 
active for pertaining function - smurf detection) and the second status is an active 
control element condition (280, col.8, lines 35-38 and 51-62; current step was activated 
by user input). 

As for dependent claim 3, Messinger teaches the method of claim 2, further comprising 
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the steps of graphically representing the current status condition of the control element 
in the graphical user interface (col.1 1 , last par. and 42b item is selected when user 
activates functionality with automated procedures). 

As for dependent claim 4, Messinger teaches the method of claim 3, further comprising 
the step of providing a change in the appearance of the control element corresponding 
to the change from the first status condition (Fig.2 not selected, no steps, col. 5, last 
par.) to the second status condition (Fig.13A, Col.1 1 last par, selected and steps 
displayed for helping). 

As for dependent claim 5, Messinger teaches the method of claim 1 . further comprising 
the step of altering the appearance of at least a portion of the control element to reflect 
the status currently set for the control element relative to the available functionality of 
the control element (Fig. ISA, control is graphically distinguished from other controls as 
functionality is defined from the user; col.1 1 , last par.). 

As for dependent claim 6, Messinger teaches the method of claim 5, wherein the 
appearance of at least a portion of the control element is grayed-out during a status 
condition for the control element of inactive functionality (not highlighted, Fig.2; col.8, 
lines 35-38 gives an apparent use of graphical distinction for multiple uses Including the 
present). 
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As for dependent claim 7, Messinger teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
context-sensitive help indicates a basis for the first status condition of the control 
element (in relation to 42b selected to 50 being shown when calls graphical overlays; 
col.7, lines 5-15). 

As for dependent claim 8, Messinger teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of providing a third control element operable by the user for rejecting the 
prompt and for causing the graphical user interface to return to the first mode of 
operation (apparent the user could just call another task (42a) from the task list (43) as 
shown in 13A where block (400) is depicted with (43)). 

As for dependent claim 9, Messinger teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
invocation of the functionality of the control element is performed by operation of a 
cursor-based input system (col.5, line 50). 

As for dependent claim 10, Messinger teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
Invocation of the functionality of the control element is performed by operation of a 
touch screen input system (col.5, line 50). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon Is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Makinen, Bruse Allan - (US 6,928,625) - Help Dialogs 

• Opheim et al. - (US-2004/0255057) - providing help information in multiple 
formats 
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examiner should be directed to Nicholas Augustine whose telephone number Is 571- 
270-1056. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday: 7:30- 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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